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happy to tax and spend other people’s
money that it never occurred to any-
one that maybe the American people
wouldn’t love the idea of their own tax
dollars being redistributed to political
campaign consultants. It never oc-
curred to them that the American peo-
ple might not like to have their tax
money redistributed to political con-
sultants. This is how out of touch with
taxpayers the modern Democratic
Party has become.

They saw all these proposals to take
the American people’s tax dollars and
funnel them into more attack ads, yard
signs, and telephone calls, and thought,
what a great idea. We will put that in.
The Democrat Political Protection Act
would do this in several different ways.
There would be a new Washington, DC-
run voucher program so that would-be
political donors could simply ask for
chunks of taxpayer money and then
hand it out to the campaigns they
favor. There would also be a brandnew,
sixfold matching program for certain
donations. The Federal Government
would literally come in—sort of the
way some businesses match their work-
ers’ charitable contributions—and use
the American people’s money to match
certain campaign contributions sixfold.
In other words, millions of dollars
would be available for each candidate
who comes along asking for his or her
share of the taxpayer loot.

Keep in mind—this would put each
taxpayer on the hook for financing the
candidates and campaigns they person-
ally disagree with. They will take our
money and give it to people we are not
for. If Democrats have their way, citi-
zens won’t just have to sit through tel-
evision commercials railing against
the candidate they plan to vote for;
now they would also have the pleasure
of bankrolling the ads. You can sit
there in front of the TV screen and
watch your tax dollars at work sup-
porting a person you are going to vote
against. People are going to love that.

When you ask Democrats why ex-
actly they would propose something as
absolutely ludicrous as a massive, new,
taxpayer-funded bailout of the perma-
nent political class, sometimes they
make vague claims that problems in
American politics would go away if
only we took more power out of the
people’s hands and shipped it here to
the Nation’s Capital. The evidence sug-
gests they are dead wrong on this. Re-
search suggests that jurisdictions—and
there are a few of them—that have
matching-fund systems in many cases
also have rampant corruption, mis-
appropriation, and waste. There are nu-
merous examples that there is still
plenty of corruption and wrongdoing in
those systems—not exactly a surprise
outcome when you centralize more
money and power through government
channels.

Public financing doesn’t appear to
change the playing field between chal-
lengers and incumbents in any way ei-
ther. Here is how one University of
Wisconsin political scientist summed it
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up: ‘“The people who propose these sys-
tems often oversell them.”

There are no apparent benefits, sig-
nificant new costs, and they want to
stick taxpayers with the bill. This is
just another one of the Democrat Poli-
tician Protection Act’s greatest hits. I
will have more in the future.

I suggest the absence of a quorum.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The
clerk will call the roll.

The bill clerk proceeded to call the
roll.

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, I
ask unanimous consent that the order
for the quorum call be rescinded.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Without
objection, it is so ordered.

—————

RECOGNITION OF THE MINORITY
LEADER

The PRESIDING OFFICER.
Democratic leader is recognized.

———
GOVERNMENT FUNDING

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President,
last night, the country heard some
good news. The members of the con-
ference committee announced a ten-
tative agreement to keep the govern-
ment open past Friday as well as pro-
vide additional border security. It was
welcome news.

All on the conference committee
worked very hard and should be com-
mended for their efforts. I talked to
them regularly. Everyone wanted to
get something done, and everyone
wanted to avoid a government shut-
down. While the details are still being
hammered out, the tentative agree-
ment represents a path forward for our
country—away from another round of
fraught negotiations up against a gov-
ernment funding cliff, away from a
dreaded government shutdown.

Over the past few months, we have
been lurching from one manufactured
crisis to another. It would be a wonder-
ful thing for this Congress to pass bills
that settle the budget issues for the
rest of this year and for the country to
finally move past. Hopefully, that is
what this agreement will portend.
Hopefully, this agreement means that
there will not be another government
shutdown on Friday—sparing the coun-
try of another nightmare of furloughed
Federal employees, snarled airports,
and economic hardship. Hopefully, it
means that we will pass not only the
DHS appropriations bill but all six
other appropriations bills—done in a
bipartisan way—that have been caught
in the tangle of these negotiations
since last year.

Each of these bills is a product of bi-
partisan consensus. HEach contains
more support for programs to help the
American people—additional funding
for infrastructure, housing, money to
combat the opioid crisis, and more. We
should pass these appropriations bills
alongside this agreement on DHS.

These months of shutdown politics
must come to an end. We now have a
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bipartisan proposal to accomplish our
goals, better secure the border, and
avoid another senseless government
shutdown. I don’t know the details, but
the parameters of this are good. So I
thank the members of the conference
committee.

I would make one more point. I urge
President Trump to sign this agree-
ment. We must not have a rerun of
what happened a few months back,
whereby legislators—Democratic and
Republican, House and Senate—agreed,
and President Trump pulled the rug
out from under the agreement and
caused the shutdown. If he opposes this
agreement, the same thing could hap-
pen again. We don’t need it. So I
strongly urge the President to sign this
agreement. No one gets everything one
wants in these agreements. The Presi-
dent must sign it and not cause an-
other shutdown.

————
PRESS

Mr. SCHUMER. Madam President, on
another matter, late last week, I had
the privilege of addressing an audience
at the Newseum about the current
challenges facing the free press in
America.

I ask unanimous consent that my re-
marks be printed in the RECORD after
my remarks here.

One of the most significant chal-
lenges the press faces, of course, is eco-
nomic. Besieged by a fractured media
landscape and rapidly changing tech-
nology, newspapers have been forced to
adapt or die. Some have adapted, but
many have died.

One area in which it is particularly
troubling to me is in smaller markets
in midsized and smaller cities. In those
areas, local newspapers have been the
glue that keeps communities informed
and stitched together. I have seen it. In
cities in Upstate New York—small- and
middle-sized—big companies have left,
and some of the community banks have
been bought up by major large banks.
The things that keep a community to-
gether are greatly deteriorating. News-
papers are one of the few glues these
communities have. They are vital—way
beyond the profit and loss that they
might make. The external benefits of
these newspapers, as the economists
would say, are large, but they are in
trouble because of all the economic
issues I mentioned.

Now there is a new threat on the ho-
rizon. A few weeks ago, a hedge fund,
known as the ‘‘destroyer of news-
papers,” announced a bid to take over
Gannett, which, in addition to USA
Today, publishes a lot of small- and
medium-sized newspapers and four im-
portant papers in my State, those
being the Democrat and Chronicle in
Rochester, the Press & Sun in Bing-
hamton, the Poughkeepsie Journal, the
Journal News in Westchester, and
newspapers in Elmira and Ithaca.

This morning, on the front page of
the Washington Post, there is an arti-
cle about the business practices of
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